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REMARKS 

Applicant thanks the previous Examiner, Ernest Unelus, for taking the time to discuss this 
application in a telephone interview on June 21, 2006, during which the Examiner stated that he 
may have misunderstood the features of claim 16. Unfortunately, the Examiner explained that he 
has switched art units and is no longer assigned to this application. At the Examiner's suggestion, 
applicant contacted the Examiner's former supervisor to determine which Examiner is currently 
assigned to this application. The Supervisor, Munsun Harvey, explained that the application has not 
been assigned to a new Examiner because the pending action is final. The Supervisor suggested that 
applicant file a response under 37 CFR LI 16 including applicant's amendments and remarks. The 
Supervisor stated that she will assign the application to a new Examiner once the response is 
received, and further suggested that applicant contact the newly assigned Examiner to schedule an 
interview. 

Claim 16 has been rewritten in independent form incorporating all of the features of claims 1 
and 2, which have been canceled. Claims 6, 7, 1 1, 13, 14 and 15 have been amended to depend 
from claim 16. No new matter has been added. 

Claims 1, 2 and 6-17 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) on Tajiri in view of Mogi. 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Claim 16 recites a laser device "wherein laser light emitted by the semiconductor laser 
element has in a sectional shape thereof a first breadth in a first direction and a second breadth in a 
second direction roughly orthogonal to the first direction in which the first breadth is narrower than 
the second breadth, and wherein the laser element and the signal detection part are arranged roughly 
along the first direction." The combination of Tajiri and Mogi does not disclose or suggest such a 
feature. 

As shown in applicant's Figure 2B and explained in paragraphs [0054] and [0055], the laser 
element 1 projects laser light 15 shaped to have a narrow breadth 10 along a first direction (shown 
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as a horizontal direction) and a wider breadth along a second direction (shown as a vertical 
direction). The oval shape representing the laser light 15 is shown in perspective, that is, the oval 
shape shown in Figure 2B is the shape that may be seen when viewing the laser light 15 from above. 
Accordingly, Figure 2B shows the laser element 1 and the signal detection part 3 arranged such that 
the signal detection part is located "roughly along the first direction" to minimize the impact of the 
projected laser light 15 on the signal detection part 3. 

Neither Mogi nor Tajiri discloses or suggests shaping a laser light to have a first and second 
breadth or to arrange a signal detection part along a narrower breadth of a laser light. Figure 2 of 
Tajiri, which was cited by the Examiner as disclosing this feature, merely shows that a laser light is 
narrow near the laser element 4 and diffuses with distance such that it becomes wider as it moves 
fijrther away from the laser element 4. Tajiri does not make any disclosure related to a sectional 
shape of the laser light. 

Furthermore, the laser element 4 and the signal detection part 5 of Tajiri are not "arranged 
roughly along the first direction" as recited in claim 16. These elements are not arranged in the 
same plane relative to the laser light or an optical axis thereof 

Accordingly, claim 16 is allowable over the combination of Tajiri and Mogi. Claim 17 
recites features substantially similar to those of claim 16 discussed above, and is therefore allowable 
for at least the reasons discussed with regard to claim 16. Claims 6-15 depend from allowable claim 
16 and are therefore allowable due at least to their respective dependencies. 

Applicant solicits an early action allowing the claims. 
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In the event the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office determines that an extension and/or other 
relief is required, applicant petitions for any required relief, including extensions of time, and 
authorizes the Commissioner to charge the cost of such petitions and/or other fees due in cormection 
with the filing of this document to Deposit Account No. 03-1952 referencing Docket No. 
204552030100. 



Dated: June 22, 2006 Respectfully submitted. 

B y — 
Adam Keser 

Registration No. 54,217 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
1 650 Tysons Blvd, Suite 300 
McLean, Virginia 22102 
(703) 760-7301 
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